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The Reverend Mr. Trapp, &c. 


II is a very lamentable (I do 
not ſay aſtoniſhing) Spectacle, 
— co ſee that a Biſhop of a Pro- 


| er attack Popery in its only 
Support, and cut thro its 
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| ſtrongeſt Sinews, but imme- 


Proteſtant Church ſhall fly at him, in the moſt 
fierce and barbarous manner ; repreſent him as 
a Heretick, as a Devil, for ſaying only what they 
themſelyes are forced to ſay, perhaps without 
' perceiving it, at the ſame Time that they are a- 
buſing him for having ſaid it. Does not this 
look like a Rage in ſome, that they hand 
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diately a Number of the Clergy of that ſame 


— 


2 — * 
— —— — — ————_—__—_ * * 
3 — 
— 


. — 


SLY — a9 =—£ i XL "i 


(6 ES 

have parted with certain Claims, which they 
dare not pretend to reſume ; and yet at the 
ſame Time would retain the Power and Do- 
minion, which follows only from thoſe Claims: 


and are therefore enraged at thoſe, who ſhew 
to the World the Vanity of ſuch Pretences ? 


It looks like any thing ; more than like that 


Honeſty and Sincerity, which would become 


the Miniſters of the Goſpel of Chriſt. 


But 1 ſhall leave theſe general Reflections; 
which, whether ] held my Peace or not, the 
World will make on this Proceeding ; and ap- 
ply my ſelf particularly to you, ſince you have 
publiſhed a Sermon which you ſay to be in An- 
{wer to my Lord Biſhop of Bangor's Sermon on 
the ſame Text : and ſhall ſhew you, that where 


you differ from him, and contradi& him, you 
atathe ſame Time differ from, and contradi& 


your ſelf: Tho' I own you do not beſtow quite 
ſo much ſcurrilous Language upon your ſelf as 
you do upon his Lordſhip ; and yet I believe 
moſt People will judge, that what you ſay on 


that Head refle&s more ſeverely upon your ſelf, 


than upon him. e 

You give us in your very firſt Paragraph a 
Sample of what we are to expect from you, in 
ſaying, (p. 1. and you affirm it more poſitive] 
P. 5.) that it neceſJarily follows frem the Biſhop s 
Arguing, that Jeſus Chriſt can have no Miniſters 


in his Kingdom, 1. e. if he hath left no Vicege- 
rents, no Legiſlators, no Interpreters, abſolute - 


ly to be depended on, no Judges over the Con- 
ſciences and Religion of his People; (for theſe 
are the Biſhop's Words;) it followeth, that no 


one may be a Miniſter or Servant in his King- 
dom; noone may be appointed to doany Mini- 
ſterial Function in it; no one may aſſiſt, inſtru, 
or do any Service to another in this Kingdom, 


unleſs 


14 


unleſs he be his Spiritual Prince and Lord. This 


is juſt ſuch Reaſoning, as it would be to affirm, 
that no one may execute any Office in a King- 
dom of this World, unleſs he had the Power of a 


King delegated to him ; or to ſay, that, if in 
a great Houſhold any one Servant ſhould be ap- 


o 


ointed by the Maſter to nouriſh and feed his 
F ellow-Servants, ſuch a Commiſſion would im- 
ply a Right given him to lord it over them, 
and beat them, during the Maſter's Abſence. 

The next Thing you do, is to give us your 
Idea of the Nature and Conſtitution of the King- 
dom or Church of Chriſt, (p. 2.) You ſay, it conſiſts 
of two Parts, one Triumphant in Heaven, and 
one Militant upon Earth, between which there 


is a ſtrict Relation, or Bond of Unity; which, you 


ſay, is expreſſed by the Communion of Saints in 


the Creed: This Unity you intimate the Bi- 


ſhop's Doctrine undermines ; but where, you do 
not pleaſe to mark out. But ſince you ſay no 
more here, I will venture to ſay this for his 
Lordſhip, that at leaſt he makes the Unity 


between the Head, Chriſt Jeſus, who, is in 


Heaven, and his Church here upon Earth, much 


| cloſer, and ſtronger, than it would be upon your 


Suppoſition of delegared Vicegerents, whom 
we are ultimately to regard here ; and endea- 
vours to heal that Breach of Unity between 
the Head and Body, which hath been occa- 
ſioned by the Pretences of wicked Men to 
be Kings in his Room, and in his Stead. 
Jou go on to give us your Definition of the 
Church; the Church Militant comprehends (I ſup- 
pole you mean, is) the whole Society of thoſe upon 
Earth, who are laptix d into the Faith of Chriſt, 
and governd by an Authority derived from him. 
This Definition might haye done well enough, 
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[6] 
and would have differ'd very little from the 
Biſhop's, had you left the Word Authority un- 


explained. But your Explanation overturns all 
again. You ſay Chriſt delegated his Apoſiles to be 


Rulers (ABSOLUTE RULERS, with a Power 
to make what new Laws they pleaſed ; or elſe 
it's nothing to the Queſtion ;) under him; (by 


which if you underſtand, to execute his Orders 


only, it will be nothing to the Queſtion again : 


but under him, to ſignify any thing here, mul 


be only,. that they receiv'd their Commiſſion 
ro be abfolute Rulers from him. To prove 
this great Point, (which certainly requires very 
good Proof,) you quote the Paſſage in St. Matthew, 
where Chriſt gives his Apoſtles a Commiſſion 
to Teach and Baptize all Nations ; which accord- 
ing to you ſignifies to rule and govern, by ſome 


new Rule of Argument, which, I ſuppoſe, you 
deſign to keep to your ſelf. And as conſequen- 


tially you conclude, that As my Father ſent me, e- 


ven fo ſend I you, (John 20. 21.) was a Commu- 


nication to them of the whole Power and Au- 
thority which he had receiv'd from his Father. 


And then to ſhew that the Apoſtles ated in 


Purſuance of this Commiſſion, and appoint- 


ed others to govern after them, i. e. to have | 


the fame Rule over the Minds and Conſci- 


ences of Men, which Chriſt had, and had 


given to them; you inſtance St. Paul's ſend- 
ing Timothy and Titus to ordain Elders in 


every City, and to take care of Matters 


relating to Order and Decency : but not a 
Word of making new Laws, or judging the 
Conſciences of Men. This is your clear Ac- 
count of the real Nature of the Kingdom of 
Chriſt. Then you tell us (p. 4.) of a Diffe- 
rence between of and in, which you ſay the 


2 
1 
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1. 


Biſhop did not attend to; and yet before you 


are aware, you agree with him, in expreſſing 


the Meaning of our Saviour's affirming his 
Kingdom not to be of this World; that it figni- 
fies that his Kingdom is not of a ſecular or tem- 


poral, but of a divine and ſpiritual Nature. In- 


deed afterwards you differ from his Lord- 
ſhip in the Conſequence, tho' you agree with 


dim, it ſeems without knowing it, in the Pre- 
miſes; ſo that one of the two muſt be in a 
moſt groſs Miſtake: Who is in the Miſtake, 


we ſhall examine preſently. 

You come, in the ſecond Place; (p. 4.) more 
directly to conſider his Lordſhip's Doftrines, 
and inconcluſive Reaſonings. This Controverſy was 
very diſagreeable to your Chriſtian Spirit: and 
therefore, I ſuppoſe, it was, that you laid aſide 
your Chriſtian Spirit, whilſt you was upon this 


Work. The Danger of the Doctrines, and my 
Lord's great Name, and the Examples of Pres- 


byters attacking Heretical Biſhops in the Primi- 
tive Church, moved you to it: My Lord Bi- 
ſhop's own Example had now ſome weight with 
you. I cannot help remarking here, that you 
make uſe of Authority and Example, as it is 


generally made uſe of ; you take the Advan- 


tage of it as long as it ſerves your Turn, and 


where it does not, you without any Difficul- 
ty drop it. My Lord Biſhop, while he was 
à Presbyter, wrote to a Biſhop: you preach 


againſt One, which is almoſt the ſame. But 


then he wrote with a truly Chriſtian Spirit, 


and with a Regard which he thought due to 
his Character: This would not at all ſerve 


your Purpoſe, nor help you to an Excuſe for 


venting your Spleen ; ſo there you drop your 
Partern. I could name another Difference of 
no 
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[3] 
no ſmall Importance; and that is, My Lord 
wrote then in Defence of the Rights and Li- 
berty of Mankind ; You now write for the 
Subyerfion of both, and for the worſt Sort of 


abſolute Government, under the worſt Sort of 
abſolute Governors. However, you are ſo 


kind as to promiſe that you will have a due 


Regard to his High and Holy Function; if by Due 
you meant None, you have kept your Word; 


if you intended am, I ſhall obſerve to you as 


Occaſion offers, how you have ſtood to it. 
You begin your Controverſy with quarrel- 


ling (p. 5.) with his Lordſhip's Method, which 


it ſcems hindred you from apprehending his 
Thoughts, till you had caſt them into your 


own: Tho for my Part, it ſeems to me more 
natural, on thoſe Words of our Saviour, to 


conſider, as my Lord Biſhop does, 1ſt, That 
Chriſt himſelf is King in his own Kingdom, 
and then the Nature of that Kingdom in 


which Chriſt is King, that it is not of this 
World, than to ſplit the Subject into three 
Aſſertions, as you have done. But we ſhall 


not quarrel about that. I ſhall only examine 
whether on any of thoſe Three Heads you 
have confuted his Lordſhip: and, I believe, 
you will find upon Tryal, that this new Di- 
viſion will be of no great Advantage to you. 
Io begin then Sir; The firſt Propoſition 


you own to be true, (p. 6.) That the Kingdom of 
Chriſt is the ſame with the Church of Chriſt. 


But you ſay the Biſhop explains thoſe Words ſo 
as to deſtroy the Thing ſignified by them, becauſe 
he uſes the Words, whether diſperſed or united, 
in His Definition of a Church ; which yet you 
own to be true, with Relation to Place, 


but not with relation to Communion of Mem- 


bers 


"91 


bers with each other : Which Communion you ſay 
is Eſſential to a Church; and therefore the Bi - 
| ſhop. by leaving it out in the Definition, de- 
| ſigned to have it thought Indifferent whether 
there be any Communion, or not: and, according to 
your Chriſtian Manner, you accuſe his Lord- 
ſhip of the Fraud of putting in ambiguous Terms, 
only to ſerve for a Salvo upon Occaſion. But, if 
you had conſidered, perhaps you might have 
diſcovered, that by allowing that the Church 


3 might be diſperſed as to Place, you allowed 


likewiſe that it might be as to Communion; un- 
leſs by Communion you mean, as I think you 
do not, that internal Diſpoſition, that Agree- 
ment in Faith and Love, whereby Chriſtians 
may be ſaid to hold Communion with all the 
true Members of Chriſt's Church whether far 
or near, whether known or unknown to them. 
But, this not being your Meaning of the Word 


= Communion, and external Communion being the 


Thing you plainly point at, I ſay, you your 
ſelf give up its being eſſential to a Church, by 
allowing that the Church may be diſperſed as 
to Place. . 115 
Por if the Church have (and it may ſo hap- 
pen) its Members at that Diſtance from one 
another, that external Communion be impoſ- 
ſible, and yet, by your Conceſſion, doth not 


ceaſe to be the Church; (for you grant that 


the Church may be diſperſed as to the Circum- 
| ſtance of Place; p. 6.) I ſay, it then follows, 
that external Communion is not an eſſential Cha- 
racer of a Church; for whatever is an eſſen- 
tial Character of, or of the Eſſence of ano- 


other Thing, that other Thing cannot ſubſiſt 
without it. | : 


= And 


you had pleaſed to have added the following i 
Verſe, which is a Part of the Sentence: And i 


more Strangers and Foreigners, but Fellow Citizens | 
with the 75 


Prophets, Jeſus Chriſt 2 being the chief Cor- 
ner- Stone, in whom ( (i. e. in Chriſt 


Temple in the Lord: In whom, ye (Gentiles) alſo 


ternal Communion? The Apoſtle repreſents the 
Church as a Building, where Jews and Gentiles 


Members muſt meet, and make publick Profeſſi- 


And your Paige 6 the Epiſtle to the 
Epheſians ii. 19. proves nothing of what you 
bring it for; for there is not a Word of any 
Thing external; as would have appeared, if 


the whole would have ran thus, Now ye are no 1 


aints, and of the Houſhold of Cod; and 
are built upon the Foundation of the A poſtles aud | 


all the ef 
ing fitly framed together, growing unto an Holy 


are builded for an Habitation of God through the 
Spirit, Where is there any Thing here of ex- 


are united in Chriſt Jeſus, as the Corner-Stone; | 

and in Him thoſe different Parts, are made | 
now one Temple in the Lord, for an Habi- 
tation of God thro' the Spirit, i. e. They both 
(Jews and Gentiles) have now the ſame Rights 
and Privileges, and the ſame Relation to Chriſt 
their Head. Here is indeed a Communion ; but 
not ſuch as you point at; a Communion of 


Rights and Privileges, and of Relation to 5 


Chriſt, but not ſuch external Communion, as 
you would infer. 

Nor is our xixth Article any more to your Pur- 
poſe; for that Article deſcribes the vifble Church 
of Chriſt, or what looks like the Church of Chriſt: 
the Biſhop is treating of the real Church, or King- 
dom of Chriſt. To make a Church viſible indeed, the 


— ot 


on of their Faith; and in order to that, muſt 
preach the Word of God, and obſerve 3 
uc 


[ 11 ] 

ſuch Ordinances as Chriſt appointed. But, in 
the mean while, thoſe who do this, and conſe- 
quently compoſe this vifible Church,may,perhaps, 
| not one of them be Members of the real Church, 
or Kingdom, or Body of Chrift ; becauſe that out- 
ward Profeſſion may be unſincere: and nothing 
leſs than an inward Perſuaſion, or Belief in 
Chriſt as their King, and Subjection to him in 
Purſuance of that Belief, can make them real 
Membersof his Church, notwithſtanding their ap- 
pearing ever ſo much externally to be Members 
of it. So that the Biſhop and the Articles do 
not differ, but are only treating of quite different 
Subjects. And ſo tho' the Word Congregation 
was very Proper for the Subject of the Article; 
it being neceſſary, that, to make a Church viſible, 
the Members of it ſhould be ſeen together: yet 
„it would have been very improper for the Bi- 

ſhop's Subject, which is the real and invifible 
Church of Chriſt; Appearance and Show 
being of no Importance there. And yet with- 
out cavilling the Biſhop might ſay, that the 
Members of this invifible Church, ought to I 
meet others who profeſs to be of it; and ob- | 
ſerve-Chriſt's Ordinances together with them, E 
as he commanded them : tho' it not being of 
the Eſſence of the inviſible Church, he ought not 
do have put it in his Definition of zz. 


But 2 8.) you arraign the Biſhop of ſomething 
worſe; of excluding all Eccleſiaſt ical Ordinances, by 
ſaying that Chriſtians muſt in Matters of Salvati- 
on be Subjects to Chrisi alone, (i. e.) There can be 
no Eccleſiaſt ical or Church Ordinance, unleſs we 
aare ſubject to the Church in Matters of Salvati- 
on. The Argumentation is, There can be no 
Power, where there is not all Power: A pleaſant 
Conſequence! The Poſition you are diſpleaſed 
A with 


and 


[12] 


with is this, That in this Church, or Kingdom, with 


Regard to Conſcience, and eternal Salvation, Chrift 
hath left behind him no vifible, human Authority; no 


| Vicegerents to ſupply his Place; no Interpreters on 


whom his Subjetts are abſolutely to depend; no 
udges over the Conſciences or Religion of hit People. 
heſe are the Points you are fo civil as to call 
hopeful ones; and, you ſay, backed by ſuch Argu- 
mentation, as never before appeared in the World. 
T agree with you, that very little of ſuch Sort of 
Arguing hath appeared in the World ; and 
thence hath by Degrees been ſuffered to ariſe an 
exorbitant Power in a certain Set of Men, whoſe 
conſtant Buſineſs it hath been to deſtroy all ſuch 
A with the Arguers themſelves; 
hence again grew that immenſe Corrupti- 

on, whicha great while prevailed over the whole 


Chriſtian World, and ſtill prevails over the 


greateſt Part of it. It is to prevent the Re- 
turn of this, which too many among us ſeem 
fond of, that the Biſhop's Doctrine tends : and 
as all honeſt Men and ſincere Chriſtians muſt 
think themſelves highly obliged to his Lordſhip, 
ſo he has no Reaſon to be ſurprized, that thoſe 
of a contrary Character, who long for that 


Power, which he deprives them of all Hopes to 
enjoy, ſhould expreſs their deſpair in all the Vi- 


rulence of Abuſe on him who is the Cauſe of it. 
But to go on; you think fit to premiſe (p. 8.) 
a kind of Grammatical Squabble about the Word 
Human; whether it can ſignify in Man, or not. 
But you quite miſtake the Biſhop ; for a vi/ible 
buman Authority, was the thing he was oppoling, 
not a vifible Divine one; and tho' he knows of 
no ſuch Divine Authority, yet if it were any 
where, it would be conſiſtent with his Doctrine: 
In that Caſe, if Chriſt conveyed Irfallibility, or 

any 


1 


| any ſuch Mark of Divine Authority, he would 


ſill himſelf be Legiſlator, as the Biſhop ſays: 
Without this, tho Chriſt had appointed it, it 
had been ſtill only Human Authority. 

| You next attack the Biſhop's Two Argu- 


. i ments to ſupport his Doctrine, (p. 9.) Indeed 


Jas you have mangled it, the Argument does 
not appear very clear. You own, that Chris 
is King in his own Kingdom: And then you 
| repreſent the Biſhop, as ſaying, but not pro- 


ence and Salvation; and that, in this Senſe there- 
ore, his Kingdom is not of this World, that be 


This was the Biſhop's Poſition, and you 


that is to ſay, that his Lordſhip ſaid it with- 
Wout proving it; and accordingly you demand 
Ja Proof, and ask, Why ſo? If you had read 


the Biſhop's Sermon more carefully, if your 
WZeal did not blind you, you would have found 
\ (KWout a Thread of Argumentation. But ſince 
Hou have not, (I judge charitably) I will in 


Wſhort repreſent it to you here. 


own Kingdom; and if he is King, that he is 
7 * . . - 

he ſole Law-giver and Judge in that Kingdom: 
ind he adds, that in this Senſe his Kingdom is 
ot of this World, that tho he be not viſibly pre- 
ſent in his Kingdom, yet is he ſtill King, and 


ole Law-giver and Judge; and hath not, as is 


ving, that in that is implied, that he (Chriſt) is 
the ſole Law-giver and Judge in Affairs of Conſci- 
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bat left behind him no vifible Human Authority, &c. 


would have it thought both Poſition and Proof; 


The Biſhop aſſerts, that Chriſt is King in his 
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dation of, what you call, the Biſhop's Inference. "2 


Kingdom is not O F this World, is now, m 


of this World, then would my Servants fight: „ 


[14] 


And we ſhall conſider how you anſwer it pre- W © 


ſently. But in the mean while you fall again into 
Wrangling about the Difference between the 
Particles of and in, which you ſay is the Foun- 


And here you ſteal in another Senſe to the 
Word of, and make it ſignify from, and ſo, 1 


Kingdom is not FROM this World, but FRO 
Heaven ; wherein you greatly miſtake the 
Senſe of our Saviour's Words, as appears from 
what he adds to them, If my Kingdom were 


which ſhews that the Senſe muſt be this; My | | abſ 
Kingdom is not of the ſame Nature with the W 55 
Liam of this World, and therefore you MW mo 
need not be alarmed, as if I were ſetting up WF the 
a new Kingdom in Oppoſition to your Em- felt 
pire ; and you may calily be ſatisfy d of this | che 
from the Behaviour of my Subjects; for if my Tat 
Kingdom were like other Kingdoms in the 2575 
World, my Subjects would act like the Subjects tha 
of other Kingdoms, and would fight, that I thi 
ſhould not be deliver'd to the Fews. (See John Bl An; 
18. 36.) And in the next Verſe he deſcribes more ¶ (1c 
particularly the Nature of his Kingdom: when of 
Pilate ask d him, Art thou a King then? He an- 3 op 
ſwer d, To this End was ] born, and for this Cauſe i Dos 
came I into this World, that 1 ſhould bear witneſs i tber 
to the Truth : And then he deſcribes who are his Nef a 
Subjects, Every one that is of the Truth heareth of 
my Voice; which plainly implies ſomething 1 in- no 
ternal and inviſible in the Kingdom of Chriſt, to: 
rendring it totally different from the Kingdoms ner 
of this World, none of which can reach beyond no 
what is viſible and apparent. So all your Texts Co 


are here quite foreign to the Purpoſe, the Roy 
0 


[15] 


1 of theſe Words bf perfectly clear from the 


pre- W Ten or of the Diſcour e. You go out of your Way 
into here (p. 10.) to contradi the Biſhop for ſaying, 
the That all the Sanctions Chriſt thought fit to give to 
oun- 5 Laws were not 0j 


bis Laws were not of this Horld at all. You your 


the with relation to this World are not univerſal : 
» My © how then are they Sanctions? Are they Sancti- 


5 11 ons to. ſome, and not to others? If Meekneſs, 


and Righteouſneſs, and Godlineſs, are often at- 
tended with Bleſſings in this World, which are 
frequently the natural Conſequences of them; 
is 145 enough to make them be call d the San- 
fight i &ions of Chriſt's Laws, when they are neither 
- My abſolutely nor univerſally promiſed, as future Re- 
h the wards are, nor have been experienc'd by the 
e you moſt faithful Servants of Chriſt; but inſtead of 
ug up ¶ them Perſecutions and Torments, and Death it 
Em- (elf in this World ? Is not the Biſhop then in 
f this the right to ſay, notwithſtanding this, that the 
if my * Lau Chriſt's K ingdom, as he left them, have No- 
n the thing of this World in their view ; when it is plain, 
bjects Wl that his Servants are not to depend upon any 
that I BY thing in this World, nor make that their Aim? 
Laa And is not he more ſo, becauſe he explains him- 
> FAN 
when of Chriſt have no Tendency to the Exaltation of ſome 
Te an- in worldly Pomp and Dignity, or to their abſolute 
) Cauſe b Dominion over the Faith and religious Conduct of o- 
witneſs 8 thers of his Subjects, or to the erecting of any Sort 
are his 13 of Temporal Kingdom under the Covert and Name 
heareth of a Spiritual one. Theſe Words you repeat for 
ng in no End, but to take from them an Occaſion 
Chriſt, 'F ro abuſe his Lordſhip in a very ſcurrilous man- 
gdoms ner; which, as it is no Argument, ſo requires 
zeyond no Anſwer, but from your ſelf to your own 
Texts Conſcience, and the World, for ſuch an un- 


worthy 
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ſelf own (p. 11.) that the Rewards and Promiſes | 


ſelf in the reſt of the Sentence, that the Laws 
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worthy Behaviour. However, you ſay ſome if 
little Matter more upon theſe laſt Words of the 
Biſhop ; (p. 12.) you appeal to all reaſonable, i 
and equitable Perſons, (you mean, I reckon, | 
to all Perſons that are of your own Opinion,) # 
whether there can be any Church upon Earth, 
according to this Account of the Biſhop's, i. e. 
without the worldly Pomp and Dignity of ſome, 
and without their ABSOLUTE DOM I- Ame 
NION over the Faith and religious Condutt f 
others, and without a Temporal Kingdom? A De- 
claration, which would be much more conſi- 
ſtent in the Mouth of a profeſſed Papiſt, than of 
2 Miniſter of a Proteſtant Church; and par- 
ticularly of the Church of England, which ex- 
prefly diſclaims ſuch abſolute Dominion in the 
xx. and xxi. Article. The Biſhop calls this 
ſort of Kingdom very juſtly a Temporal King- 
dom, covered under the Name of a Spiritual 
one; becauſe, tho it pretends it ſelf a Pg bh: 
Kingdom, yet it is always, where it can, Nert- 
ing it ſelf in Temporal Effects: and where this 
Pretence hath obtained the moſt, and hath i 
been left undiſturb'd, it hath claimed a Do- i 
minion not only over the Souls, but alſo over 
the Bodies of all Mankind. „„ 
We come now (p. 12.) to the Proof of his Po- 
ſirions, which you call his other Argument, That 
f if there were ſuch Vicegerents, Law-givers, Judges, 
11 in the Church or Kingdom of Chriſt, they would be 
\ 1 {_ Kings, not Chriſt, and rule in their own Kingdom, 
14 and not in his. Here you leave out the Word Al- 
N ſolute, which ought to be inſerted ; becauſe it 
Wo makes the whole Matter appear much clearer to 
Vos | make uſe of it, and becauſe, if it is not put in, 
| or underſtood, you do not argue againſt the. 
Biſhop, bur againſt a Phantom of your ha 
or 


FT] 


ſome For if there be any Authority of Ticegerency, 
f the ¶ Legiſtation, judging or interpreting, not abſolute ; the 
1able, MW Biſhop ſays nothing at all againſt har. But if 
ckon, all theſe Powers iignify nothing to the Purpoſe, 


tion,) ¶unleſs they be abſolute; then that Word Alſolute 
arth, MW ſhould be always uſed, or underſtood, as the Bi- 
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in, 2 Ent 1s, that, you having proved that there is actually 
the ſuch a Power in the Church, his Lordſhip's Conſequen- 
wh. ces, to ſhew ſuch a Power in the Church to be 


For 


| ug 979 
erte 


2 ſhop does throughout his whole Sermon, to take 
away all Doubt about the Terms uſed, and fix 
more cloſely the Senſe of them. Therefore you 
might have ſpared your uncivil and unchriſtian Re- 
W fiction upon his Lordſhip, (p. 24.) as if he had 
purpoſely ſometimes mentioned, and ſometimes 
dropt the Word Abſolute, to deceive the Reader, and 


evade Objections. You might have omitted that the 


rather, becauſe there can be no Doubt, and 1 al- 
moſt wonder how you could make any, about what 
his Lordſhip means by Abſolute. You muſt think 
him indeed very Jak, to intend no more, than de- 
nying that any Man upon Earth hath an abſolute and 
nall) Deciſive Authority with Regard to God, ſo as 
to exclude his ſuperior Authority : this I think no Bo- 
ay ever ſaid, and therefore no Body need be at 
Irhe Trouble to deny: and that would be indeed a 


Fan Abſolute Authority, deciffve as to the Subjefts of 
le Church, you ſhould, I think, rather have ſaid, 
e the Biſhop does, the Subjects of Chriſt, ( but 
that would have ſet the Matter in too clear a Light) 
Deciſſons. This is what his Lordſhip denies ; and 
what no body that 1 know of, but your ſelf, and 
the Church of Rome, avowedly maintain. But to 


1 * . . 1 
yan abſurd Suppoſition, is not true Reaſoning. To be 
== | 5 ſure 


Mbantom of the Biſhop's own raiſing. But what the 
Biſhop denics is, that any Man upon Earth hath 


"3 as to filence them, and make them acquieſce in thoſe 


really proved ſuch a Power in the Church to be ab- 
ſurd; and that you at the ſame time ſhould really 


Purpoſe as the others: Where do you find a Word 


here, by way of Ridicule, if the Ridicule had not 


thing to the Qeſtion. But it doth not follow, as 


I? 
| | { | N 
1 N 7 
, 7 
ol 
. 
0 


ſare, it is impoſſible, that his Lordſhip ſhould have 


prove, that there is a&mually ſuch a Power in the 


Church. The Queſtion therefore is; whether My * 
Lord has proved the Abſurdity ; or whether you W. 
have proved the Fact? Now mind what you muſt Ring 
have proved: You muſt have proved that there is a An. 
Power in the Church, or that Some in the Church have 1 bei 
the Power of Vicegerents, Law-givers, abſolute Judges _ 
and Interpreters; and to prove this, you ſay, you . 4 
have already produced ſeveral Texts of Scripture to e- An 
vince that our Saviour has appointed Miniſters in his x 9 


Kingdom. What then? Muſt thoſe Miniſters be Vice. 
gerents, Law-givers, abſolute Judges and Interpreters! 1 05 ö 
think to prove that requires ſomewhat more than fon 


barely affirming it: but we have conſidered this (wi 


Wy: 


+» Kr. 


Matter before in P. 12. and thither I muſt refer you. ne v 
You add one Text more; which is as much to the 


of Church Authority in the perfecting of the Saints, 1:0 
the Work of the Miniſtry, or the edifying the Body of 4. 
Chrift ? One would have been apt to think, that 
you had mentioned Church Authority, as found 


turned upon your ſelf. Then you ask gravely, Sh 
we be told, that tho theſe are his Miniſters, yet they W; 
have no Authority ſrom bim either to decide or judge, tos 
interpret old Laws, or to make new ones? Certainly, 1 
Sir, you will be told ſo by all Proteſtants, (if they 
underſtand what Proteſtantiſm is,) that they have 
no abſolute Authority, hy which the Subjects of 1 per 
Chriſt are ſo bound, as that they muſt atſolutely ſub- ® 
mit to vt ard if you don't ſay abſolute, you ſay no- 


you would make it ſeem, by ſhuffling in, as it 
Were, 1n the Croud of things, or any way to att under 1 


him or for him; for exhorting and aſſiſting others 
| in 


is enough to entitle them to the Name of Miniſters 


ab- . nd 
ex or Servants of Chriſt, and yet imports no ſuch abſo- 
late Authority, as we are ſpeaking of. 


5 Ms 1 You ask in your ſecond Anſwer (p. 13.) Why muſt 

3 Miniſtry, Vicegerency, judging, interpreting, Law-ma- 
Ling, &c. be deſtructive of the Supreme Authority ? 
And you ſay this Aſſertion is only repeated, without 
being proved. It is never ſaid that Miniſtry is de- 
Judge. ſtructive of the Supreme Authority: But Vicegerency, 
y, you = judging, interpreting, Law-making, is, it it be abſolute ; 
5 % and the Biſhop gives the Reaſon, which is, That 
is os any ſuch abſolute Vicegerent Authority, either for making 
Ps, neu Laus; (that is clear;) or interpreting old ones 
abſolutely, and judging abſolutely, ſo as that Chriſtians 


khan * ſhall be indiſpenſably oblig'd to ſubmit to thoſe Deciſions, 


e 1S a 
have 


1 this . ; 
new Laws,) makes thoſe that have it ſo far Kings: 


Ate wat 9 And ſince our Saviour never interpoſes, ſo as to 
Word convey Infallibility to theſe Men, or to aſſert the 

true Interpretation amidſt their various and contra- 
dictory Opinions about it; (which if he did, he would 
ſtill be Legiſlator and King ;) ſuch abſolute Authority 
found lodg d with Men would make them Kings, and not 
d not Chriſt, and the Kingdom theirs, and not Chriſt s; even 

ſuppoſing that they had their Commiſſion from him 


. 5 25 "I 
Saints, 
" 

by. D % 


Fra %, for that would ſtill leave them Kings in a Kingdom 


Le, 10 of their own, tho' it were by Chriſt's own Appoint- 
ainly q ment ; and tho' indeed in that Caſe they would not 
775 be Uſurpers, but real and lauful Kings. What makes 
bare thoſe who pretend to ſuch atſolute Authority Uſur- 
pers, is not their having that Power given them: but 


ts of et: | | | | 
; ſub- x their pretending that it was given them, when it 
y no- was not; and aſſuming it without being able to pro- 
1 duce any Commiſ/:on for it. So that, Sir, we allow all 
* 4 * 3 5 . Ws | 
your Reaſoning about Uſurpation, and yet it is no- 
as it . : : 
thing ar all to the Purpoſe. When you ſhall think fit 
to produce ſuch a clear Commiſſion from Chriſt, for 


under © 
thers 
£24 | ab- 


in 
9 


in any way, is acting under him and for him; which 


= (which is the ſame thing with a Power of making 


' 


— 


— — EE” — —— — — — — — — — — — — — 


| 
| 


20 


abſolute Authority in any Man, or Number of Men 


we ſhall own them to be no Uſurpers ; but ſhall ſtill 


affirm them to be Kings in a Kingdom of their own, | 
and that Chrii# hath made them ſo, by delivering his i 
Kingdom into their Hands. And though Chriſt may | 
reſume this delegated Authority, as you obſerve (p. 150 
that does not alter the Caſe at all; for ſtiil they are | 
Kings in the Kingdom which he hath given them, till 
he reſolves to reſume it. Chriſt might ſtill in ſome i 
Senſe indeed be called King; becauſe the Kingdom 
Accord ii 
Not be n 


NMembe 
Juſt as in your Inſtance (p. 16.) of a Temporal Prince, | 


would ſtill be his, and they would hold it from him; 
but then He would be only a nominal King, and they 
who execute the Power would be the rea! Kings : 


who reſolving to remain all his Life in a Foreign 


Country, and take no Cognizance of the Affairs of 


his on, ſhould leave Miniſters to govern with an 


unreſtrained Authority ; thoſe Miniſters would be the 
real Kings of that Country: tho' he might ſtill re- 


tain the Name of one; and all their Power be deri- 


be Uſurpers. 


But (p. 14.) you anſwer to the Difference which | 


the Biſhop obſerves between Human Societies and the . dom 


Kingdom of Chriſt, That ſuppoſing the Legiſlators in 


Human Society ſhould never interpoſe, tho they can, to 


ſay, that their Miniſters, acting by their Commiſſion 
and Authority, would Uſurp their Supreme Legiſlative 


Power, is ſo far deſtroying Civil Government. Certain- 
ly it would not be Uſurpation if They ated by a Com- 
miſſion and Authority given them. But if the Le- 
giſtators ſhould reſolve never to interpoſe, let thoſe | 
Interpreters and Judges interpret and judge ever ſo 
contrary to the Deſign of their Laus; they would, in 
that Caſe, effectually make thoſe Interpreters and 


Judges, the Kings and Legiſlators of that Society: and i 
by doing ſo would in Effect part with that Power 


themſelves ; tho t 
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en ormality of it. But you do not here faithfully re- 
till Preſent all His Lordſhip's Meaning; for he ſays, 
vn, In Human Society the Interpretation of Laws may 
his OF NECESSITY be lodg'd, in ſome Caſes, in the 
ay f Hands of thoſe, who were not originally the Legi- 
.) /ators ; i. e. Human Affairs neceſſarily require 
are Much a Truſt ſometimes ; becauſe, to determine the 
till WDiſputes which may ariſe between Man and Man 
me bout their reſpective Rights, or for the Security of 
om Ihe whole, ſome muſt interpret the Laws, and judge 


; Wccording to them; for otherwiſe the Society could 
Hot be maintained, nor the Rights of the particular 
: Members preſerved. © But this, ſays the Biſhop, 
© is not abſolute, not of bad Conſequence to Socie- 
9, becauſe the Legi/idtors can reſume the Inter- 
of pretation into their own Hands, as they are Wit- 
© nefſes to what paſſes in the World; and as they 
can, and will ſenſibly interpoſe in all thoſe Caſes 
in which their Interpoſition becomes neceſlary : 
And ſo they do not make thoſe Interpreters Legi//a- 
or,: as they would do, if they ſhould madly reſolve 
Wever to interpoſe; but leave all abſolutely to their 


ich hudgment and Determination. © So, in the King- 
the dom of Chriſt, the Biſhop argues, as Chriſt never 
in WW interpoſeth ſince his firſt Promulgation of his 
to f Law, either to convey Infallibility to any, or to 
on aſſert the true Interpretation of it, amidſt the va- 
ive e rious and contradictory Opinions of Men about 
in- it ; lodging ſuch an abſolute Authority with Men, 
m- under the Notion of Interpreters, would be making 
Le- them Legiſlators, and giving them a Kingdom of 


oſe their own to rule in: and Chriſt himſelf would 
Me no longer any more than a xominal King in that 


nd Inafallibility is not thrown in here by way of Amuſe- 
nent, to puzzle and confound, as you are pleaſed in 
Pour great Civility to ſay: (p. 15.) but was very ne- 
Fceſlary to be taken Notice of; for if it were beſtow- 


ed 


1 


ed on any Man, the Authority he ſhould then exercii} , 
would be the Authority of Chriſt acting thro' hin 4 4 
We know no Body pretends to be infa/lible among nie 8 
us, but we know at the ſame time that ſome preten( Wn c 
to an abſolute Authority, which can only be, in Caſe ſort o 
of Religion, where ufallibility reſides The ChurciW'1S , 
of Rome pretends to abſolute Authority, but ver all its 
wiſely affirms it ſelf to be infalible ; and if they 5 
could prove that, they would prove themſelves in wo 
deed the Vicars or Yicegerents of Chriſt : but this = 
tends to the Reproach and Contempt of ſuch, as would Men 
lay hold on the ſame abſolute Authority, without dai N. 
ring to be ſo conſiſtent as to claim the 1nfalibilin . 


They of the Church of Rome can ſatisfy their Votall 1 = 
ries, if they can make them depend upon their In C 85 
falibleneſs : but how Others can ſatisfy any one, let oder 
them be ever ſo weak, I cannot imagine: it is at once ee 
the Height of Arrogance and Abſurdity to attempif 4 gn 
it. And to what Purpoſe is it that you ſay, tha; "ap 
Chriſt interpoſeth by the Guidance of his Spirit, when 6 8 a 
you own it not to be ſer/ibly nor infalliblùj to none ; 2 
ar all? You plainly give up the Queſtion without in H eg, 
tending it. But ſtill it would ſolve the Matter, ii 1 7 s 
Chriſt ever aſſerted the true Interpretation of his Laws ; h 9 
for then he would ſtill be Legiſlator. And cer, 
tainly there has been great Occaſion for him to doi caſt be 
it; for Councils have been found to decree againſt} bo oy 
other Councili, Interpretation hath been ſer again : 925 
Interpretation, Deciſion againſt Deciſion; as is viſible e 
thro the whole Hiſtory of the Church: ſo that Chri- 1 * 
ſtians, had they been left ſubject to any ſuch Aut ho- - a 
rity, muſt have been in a moſt unhappy Condition; ry 
diſtracted, and not knowing whither to turn to tina if od p 
out the Truth. But if Chriſt doth neither; neither Rl , J 
inter poſes by conveying Tafallibility, nor by afſertin 10 
the true Interpretation of his Laws, when they are mi- any Pe 
interpreted, or diverſly interpreted; it clearly fol- Eh 
lows, that an abſolute Authority lodged in any Man, all 8 
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erci or Men, would conſtitute them Kings, and not Chriſt, 
him Wunleſs it be only in Name: and erect a Kingdom that 

non ,in be their Kingdom, and not Chriſt's. And what 
TY ſort of a Kingdom it would be, we may ſee by obſer- 
: alc ring what it hath been where it hath been ſet up in 
urch all its Glory e It hath been a more miſchievous and 

Ver) tyrannical one, than all the Kingdoms of the Conquer- 

thej ors of the World taken together; exerciſing a cruel 
os wy [Dominion over the Souls, as well as the Bodies of 
thi Men; and ſatisfied with nothing leſs than the Poſ- 
ſeſſion of their Underſtandings, as well as their Lives 


© daf and Fortunes. | 
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You ask (p. 16.) H/ho pretends to have a Right to 
and to the Sanctions of Chriſts Laws ? J anſwer with 
the Biſhop, They do, who pretend to propoſe the 
Rewards and Puniſhments of this World as Motives-to 


On: Religion. They encreaſe the Number, and alter the 
* Nature of the Rewards or Puniſhments of Chriſt's Sub- 
ben jects, who offer Rewards and Puniſhments in Matters 
Oc of Conſcience or Salvation, which he never offer'd, or 
nom deſign'd to be offer d to his Subjects. Thoſe he of- 
en fered as Sanctions were future only; and therefore 
* : all Temporal ones are an adding to the Sanctions he 
— offered. Beſides Puniſhments cannot juſtly be inflicted 
* Jas you affirm they may p. 17.) by Human Legiſla- 
9-4 n tors in Matters of Conſcience and Salvation ; becauſe 
ie" they cannot be Judges in thoſe Caſes, ſince they do 


ble not ſee the Hearts of Men. Nor is Excommunicati- 
12" oz any ſuch Puniſhment : It is only ſeparating from 


_ ſuch as are diſorderly ; as by their outward Actions 
4% give juſt Scandal to others, and by their Company 
10; may induce others to become like them: where it 
hn goes farther than this, I ſhall leave it to you to ju- 
ther 3 ſtify it, if you can. | GEE 5 

” . How the Pains of Priſons, Baniſhments, Fines, or 


rl any Penalties, or even Negative Diſcouragements, are 
fo. the proper Inſtruments, or indeed any Inſtruments at 
Mauch all of Perſwaſjon ; and make Men thin and cbuſe 


oY right ; 
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right; and how Faith may be the Effect of Force, | 
ſhall wait till you think fit to make out ; for all that 


you ſay here (p. 18.) is, that this fort of Reaſoning hath| 
been often urged, but is nothing at the Bottom but Fallacy 
and. Amuſement : An admirable, and perfectly new 
Anſwer to an Argument! yet you doubt about it, | 
and ſo ſuppoſe it to be univerſally true: and yet you 
_ affirm, that, for all that, it cannot be a@niverſalj| 
true; becauſe, if thoſe Matters relating to Conſci. 
ence happen to be a Part of our Conſtitution, the Le- 
giſtator, who is to ſecure the Conſtitution, muſt make 
uſe of thoſe Methods to ſecure them; tho thoſe Me- 
thods may be all wrong in themſelves, and contrary | 
to the Rules of the Goſpel, and the Laws of Chriſt. 
If there ſhould be any ſuch Laus in a State, as are | 


contrary to thoſe of Chris? ; it is much more the 
Duty of the State to repeal thoſe Laws, than of the 


Legiſlators to put them in Execution, while they are 


yet in being. 


„ But you go n. (p.19/ and ask, What fort of Proof ; 


is offered agarns? theſe Diſcouragements ? The Biſhop 


ſays, © The Sanctions of Chriſt's Laws are Rewards | 
and Puniſhments, but not thoſe of this World. 
You ſay, ſuppoſing, (but not granting, for you have 
proved the contrary, and I have examined before | 


how you proved it,) Suppoſing, you ſay, that the Re- 
wards and Puniſhments immediately annexed to Chriſt's 


Laus by Chriſt himſelf had no View to this World, yet 


it does not follow, that thoſe who are impowered by him 


to be Legiſlators under him may not enact any Laws not | 
contrary to thoſe which he himſelf hath deliver d; becauſe 
tho our Saviour's Doctrine jhould be allow'd to have no- 
thing of this, it has nothing contrary to it. Certainly, | 
if he had made any abſolute Legi/lators, and left them | 
in his Church, he had made his Church their King- 
dom, and they might have made in it what Laws they | j 
pleaſed : but ſince he left no ſuch Perſons with an ab- 
ſolute Power of making Laws, it follows, that whoever | 

5 make 


Sr 

make ſuch new Laws for his SubjeRs in Matters rela- 
ting to Conſcience and Eternal Salyation, uſurp to 
themſelves an Authority he never gave them and 
thoſe Laws which they enact are no Laws to his 
Subjects, nor ought they to ſubmit to them; becauſe 
ſubmitting to them is owning thoſe Uſurpers for their 
Head in the Room of Chriſt: and theſe neu Laws 
not being Chriſt's, are contrary to Chriſt's, as they are 
the ſetting up a new Authority contrary to his, Let 
thoſe conſider this who can take Pleaſure in tri- 
umphing and domineering over their Fellow-Ser- 
vants, and taking upon them to Rule as Kings and 
Lords in a Kingdom that 1s none of their own. 

And to what purpoſe are your Texts, (p. 20.) un- 


8 leſs you think the Rod St. Paul mentions to the Co- 


rinthians was a literal one, and the Delivering a Man to 


Satan, was literally ſending him out of this World to Sa- 


tan. Thoſe Paſſages plainly import no more than 
Severity of Reproof, and excluding a Man from their 
Aſſemblies: and what has this to do with making 
new Laws, and adding new Temporal Penalties ? 
And as to our Saviour's Dire&ion, is it more to 


| the Purpoſe ? He is ſpeaking (Mat. 18. 15.) of oze 


whom his Brother had injured ; and he ſays in ſuch 
a Caſe a Man ſhonld firſt repreſent the Injury in pri- 
vate to his Brother; if he neglect to hear him, to 
take one or two with him; and if he zeglect that, to 
tell it to their whole Church or Aſſembly ; and if he 
neglect upon that publick Admonition to do him Ju- 


ſtice, to eſteem him no longer as a Brother, but to 


defend himſelf againſt him, as he would do againſt 
any Heathen or Publican : this is plainly the Senſe of the 
Paſſage: where is there here any other Power granted 
to make new Laws or Penalties ? And, if there were, 
is it about Matters of Conſcience and Religion? Js 


it not viſibly on account of open Injuſtice to his Bro- 
ther? And beſides is it not according to Chriſt's own 


Direction? Such Excommunication would not indeed 
D A be. 
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be altering the Nature, or increaſi ing the Number 


of the Sanctias of Chriſt's Laws: but this is not 


what is contended for, by thoſe agaipſt whom the 


Biſhop is contending. 
But you ſay (p. 20.) with a kind of A 


that the Biſbop is offended with a © Judgment over the 


= Conſciences of Men, which he calls, aſſuming the De- 
© termination of ſuch Points, as cannot be determin d, but 
* by one who knows the Hearts. And in Anſwer to this 
you ask, whether a Miniſter of Chriſt cannot decide a 
Point, (which any one may decide without knowing 


the Hearts, ) without pretending to know the Hearts of | 


Men! Judging of what is called a Caſe of Conſcience, 
isnot Judging the Conſciences of Men ; but judging 
of a Propoſition that 1s laid before any one: and 


this, it will be allowed you, thata Miniſter of Chriſt 


may do juſt as a Lawyer may give his Opinion on 


a Point of Law, which yet the Party, that asks it, 


is not obliged to ſtand by; no more than the Per- 
ſon, who propoſes a Cale of Conſcience to a Divine, 


is obliged to ſubmit to his Determination, if it ap- 


pear to him unreaſonable. 
What you fay againſt his Lordſhip (p. 21 and 22.) 


is again nothing ar all to the purpoſe : for allowing 


you to put in your Aſſertion, that the Miniſters re- 
ceive their Authority from Christ; yet it will be true, 
that if any have an abſolute Power of © Vicegerents, 


© Law-givers and Judges under Chriſt, %“ Chriſt 
gave it them, and can when he pleaſes take it from 


* them; yet till he does ſo, ſince he never interpoſes 
Gs ſenſibly himſelf, they who are Vicegerents, Law-gi- 
ce vers and Judges, are Kings, and nor Chris; and 
* Kings in their own Kingdom, and not in Christ's; 


ce tho all the Authority they have, or pretend to, is en- F 


ce tirely deriv'd from him: for that makes no other dif- 
e than that, if they are appointed by him, 
and have a Commiſſion from him, they are Kings of 
24s Appoipting in a Kingdom which he has given 


them; 


CY” 


them; whereas, if they have no ſuch Commiſſion, 
as they certainly have not, they are not really Kings 
but Ufurpers, of his Kingly Power in his Kingdom, 
All that you ſay (p. 23 and 24) is only repeating 
what has been already ſaid, and denying over again 


the Biſhop's Poſitions ; which, as you had denied 


before, I have already examin'd, and fo ſhall not 
trouble you with Repetitions to no purpoſe : only I 
am a little amazed, that you ſhould have expected 
his Lordſhip was going to offer a new Argument ; 
when it is moſt plain, I ſhould think, to every Bo- 


dy, that he is only ſumming up the Matter of his 


firſt Head, and repeating briefly what he had before 


ſaid, and proved more copiouſly upon that Head. 


Having diſpatch'd his Lordfhip's Two Heads, as you 
ſay they are called, you advance to his Inferences, on 


which you ſay nothing almoſt at all to the Matter in 


queſtion; but only take occaſion from them to uſe his 
Lordſhip with an unuſual kind of Contempt and In- 


1 folence, which will, I believe, by few be thought 


to injure him much. Your firſt Paragraph (p. 25) is 


of ſuch a ſort, that I ſhall ſay nothing to you about 
it; but only ask you, whether you imagine the Rules 


of Chriſtianity, good Breeding, or good Senſe it ſelf, 
are very conſiſtent with ſuch Language; and whe- 
ther it is agreeable to your former Reſolution, which 


E ſuppoſe you now forgot, of having a due Regard 


to his Lordſbip's high and holy Function? 
I ſhall only obſerve one thin more; and that is, 


that (p. 27.) you give up, accofding to Cuſtom, the 


whole Diſpute: for you own, with our Church, that 
no Church has Authority to determine any thing contrary 


zo the Scriptures, nor to preclude the Judgment of private 


Perſons; but only to require them to ſubmit to her De- 
cifions in abſtruſe Points of Divinity, of which (you ſay) 


it is impoſſible for the Groſs of Mankind to be Judges: 


tho they may be, and ought to be ſo in the plain Points of 
Faith and Practice, and the expreſs Declarations of the 
| D 2 1 
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Word of God. I ſay, this is giving the Queſtion up; 
for if the Groſs of Mankind arc to judge of Points 
of Faith and Practice, and the expreſs Declarations of the 
Word of God, they are to judge themſelves, what 


thoſe Points are, and not to take any ones Word there- | 


upon; if the Church may not determine any thing con- 
trary to the Scriptures, they are to judge, whether ſuch 

Determinations of the Church are contrary to the 
Scriptures, or not; and this is all that is contended 
tor by the Biſhop, and you grant it him; only when 
you pleaſe, and when you want it to ſerve your Pur- 
poſe, you reſume your Grant. How fair and honeſt, 
or if thro' Weakneſs it ſhould be in any one fair 


and honest, how rational and confiſtent this Way of | 


Dealing 1s, let the World judge. This Liberty of 
Judging for himſelf, as it is the Right of every Man, 
and of every Chriſtian ; ſo I thinkthe beſt and greateſt 
Service that the Secular Power can doto the Church, is 
to preſerve this ſacred and untouch'd; and to pre- 
vent Chriſtians from harraſſing and oppreſſing one 
another about Matters of Conſcience and Religion. 
Kings that do this, are truly nurſing Fathers to the 

Church; and we may very reaſonably with this View 


pray God to dirett and proſper the Conſultations of our 


High-Court of Parliament, to the Advancement of hig 
Glory, aud the Good of his Church. 

I cannot end without agreeing with you in one 
Obſervation, that is, that it is very happy for Chri- 
 flianity, and the general Body of Chriſt's Miniſters, that 
an unchriſtian Doctrine, or an unchriſtian Practice of 

one, or a few Perſons, is not any Argument againſt ei- 
ther. Only I muſt add, that, tho' it be no Argument, 
yet it renders the latter the Sport and Deriſion of 
Papiſts and Unbelievers ; to the one, to ſee them pre- 

tend to ſuch abſurd Powers; to the other, to ſee them 


claim themſelves, what they conſtantly deny them, 


in all their Diſputes with them about the Power of 
r | 
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I come now to your Poſtſcript, in which, as you 
d before in your Sermon, you give up the whole 


With appealing to all Mankind, Friends as well as Ad- 
rſaries, whether they did not apprehend the Sermon to 
ve ſome further Aim, than a bare Denial of the Infalli- 
Jity of the Church of Rome. Certainly it aims at that 
ſolute Power of Vicegerency, Legiſlation, judging and 
Sterpreting, which would make thoſe, who had it, 
Tings in Chriſt's Kingdom, what Perſon or what Church 
dever may claim it. The Church of Rome indeed is 
Wc only Church in the World, that we know of, that 
Yvowedly claims this Power, and pretends to Infalli- 
&/ity to ſupport that Claim. But the Biſhop does 
Got only prove that no CHURCH is ixfallible : he 
roves ſomething more; he proves that no Church hath 


The Paſſage you quote, (p. 33.) where the Biſhop 
Srops the Word abſolute, is nothing to your Purpoſe ; 
r, if you will confider the whole Paragraph, (p. 16. 
If the Sermon) you will find, that Paragraph is on- 


ft out for Brevity's ſake ; and having been conſtant- 
y uſed before, it ought to be underſtood here. The 
Scading that whole Head will make this clear be- 
Fond Diſpute. - FC 

But (p. 34.) you plainly give up the Matter, and 
feſume it again in a Breath. Jou on that the Church 


Pat not an abſolute Authority, i e. not ſuch an one as 
Pliges, without Examination, or Conſideration, whether 


ich Commands are contrary to Chriſt's Will, or not. And 


Is 


In the ſame Page, quoting theſe Words of the Bi- 
Hop's, If by an Authority to ati for him, you mean 
an abſolute Authority to make new Laws, or in- 
F terpret old ones, relating to the Eternal Salvati- 

| « on 


= 


Dint ; as I ſhall ſhew you preſently. You begin (p. 3 1.) 


Wis Power, becauſe no Church is infallible, nor hath 
ritt ſen/ibly interpoſing to ſet it right, where it goes 


& a Recapitulation of what had been ſaid underthe 
rſt Head, and that therefore the Word abſolute was 


cc on of Chriſtians, and binding their Conſcienc; 


If it be fo, the Biſhop does deny all Legiſlative 4 


_ otherwiſe, you grant that you are not to obey them. Bi 
then you ask, whether there are not ſome things velatinj 
to Conſcience and Religion, about which Chriſt hath d 


Objects of Human Laws and Deciſions > You inſtanc 


SOME MEN have Authority to determine; an 


are contrary to Chriſt's, or not? How can Subjeiil 
they are allowed to judge, whether they ought to 


and not the meer Authority ? This is abſolute Autii 
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The C 


« ABSOLUTELY; I do indeed maintain it, i the R. 

- © he hath left no SUCH AUTHORITY in Mow of, 
„ Man or Men, you beg Leave to maintain the common in ( 
79. What is this, but ſaying and unſaying, owninat othe 
and diſowning in a Breath? And yet you ſtand WTELY 
it, that this Aſſertion is conſiſtent with your Co from 2 
ceſſion. How you make it out, we ſhall ſee. Nit who 
firſt you are angry with his Lordſhip for not denfWavour!! 
ing enough: You would have him deny all LegiiWppe its t 
tive Authority whatſoever in thoſe Points; becauſe, ({painſt ft 
you, all Legiſlative Authority is, and muſt be AbſolulWcd cou 


ey wol 


thority, for he denies all Abſolute Legiſlative Auth no lo 
ty; and ſo do you, tho' perhaps you will not ca be. 
to hear of it. But here you think you have a Pla aſſerts 
to eſcape at. You agree with his Lordſhip, that iWſo/ute < 


3 the di 
round 
urch o 
ch we. 
In you 
Our {elf 
vate 1 
Hat 1s « 
retation. 
nterpret 
blige £ 
d them. 
otwithſt 
erſons 
8 Contl 
"ENS: 
1 Abſo 
hurch, 
pation 
atrary 
oligat: 
tit be 


upon Examination, you find the Inſtruftions of Chun 
Governours to be agreeable to the Will of Chriſt, you ol 
them, not becauſe of their Authority, but of Chriſt's : | 


termined nothing; aud whether thoſe things are not il 


in Forms and Modes of Worſhip, and diflicult Points 
Scripture and Divinity: in theſe you affirm thi 


that abſolute too. But I muſt ask you here, ho! 
this Authority can be abſolute, when, according ti 


your Conceſſion, it is not to be obeyed, till it ha 
been conſidered and examined, whether its Commanl 


be abſolutely and indiſpenſably obliged to obey, when 
obey, or not; and are to follow that Judementl 


rity not abſolutely to be obeyed ; and abſolute Obedi 
ence not abſolutely required. 5 The 


| RT 
The CHURCH of ENGLAND's noble Claim, 
the Right of Chriſtians to judge for themſelves, 1 
z0w of, and know it to be the Foundation it ſtands 
don in Oppolition to the Church of Rome. But of 
at other Claim, of a Right in it ſelf to be ABSO- 
UTELY obeyed in any Matters, I never yet heard 


diene 
t, th 
in 2 
Con 
Wnt 
and! 


r Co from it. I have indeed heard ſome of its Flatterers, 
> Mit who are at the ſame time #5 real Enemies, en- | 
: denfſavouring to load it with ſuch falſe Glory: but 1 

LegilWppe its true Friends will always be able to defend it | 
ſe, {Wainſt ſuch ſecret and cunning Attacks. If any in- = 
(bſoluW<cd could prove that ir pretends to this latter Claim, 

ve Mey would cttectually undermine it, and prove it to 

luthrifs no longer that Proteſtant Church, which it pretends 

t ca be. But as they can prove no ſuch thing, and as 

Plaq afſerts quite the contrary, and diſclaims all ſuch 

that ¶ ſolute Authority in the xx. and xxi. Article; and 


Chur$ the diſclaiming all ſuch Az. bority any where is the 


you round and Juitification of its ſeparating from the 
R's . urch of Rome, ſo is it in no great Danger from 
. Bich weak Attempts againſt it. 0 | 

'elating} In your laſt Paragraph (p. 37.) you only contradict 


ath A our ſelf over again. No Body ſays, that the Right of 


not i vate Per ſous to examine, and their Duty not to obey 
iſt ano hat is contrary to Chriſt's Commands, cuts off all Inter- 
ents i Netations of Chri tts Laws, but only all ſuch Abſolute 
a thaWcterpretations by ſome of Chrilt's Subjects, as ſhall 
; anMblige others of his Subjects indiſpenſably to ſubmit 
„hoh them. You aftirm (p. 38.) and inſiſt upon it, that, 
ing i rwithſtanding the Conceſſion of the Right of private 
it hafWcrſons to examine, and their Duty not to obey what 
mani contrary to Chriſt's Laws, yet there is an INDIS- 
ubjci8FENSABLE Obligation upon the Subjects of Christ, to 


where Abſolute Obedience to the the meer Authority of the 


ght to hurch, in ſome Inſtances; and yet you own this Ob- 
omenWgation is diſpenſed with, where any thing appears 
AuthWputrary to the Word of God. Here is an indiſpenſable 
Obedi b ligation in ſome Caſes to be diſpenſed with : which 


The it be not a Contradiction in Terms, 1 own, 1 know 


not 


not what a Contradiction is. The Truth is, no 4 
chority can be Abſolute any where, that in any Ca 
is not Abſolutely to be obeyed: for where it is not 
be obeyed, there it is an Abſolute, Limited, Author; 
which 1s Abſolute Nonſenſe. No Authority upon Eart 
then is Abſolute, as to the Right it has to the Obedien 
ol its Subjects; fince there are Caſes,as you own ther 
are, where the Subjects are not to obey; and ſince tif 
Subjects who are to obey, or not to obey, are thi 
Judges what thoſe Caſes are, when they are to obey 
and when they are not to obey. If you ſay the Si 
jects are not the Judges, you deny what you allowe( 
juſt now, that the Subjects are not always to obey, a 
when any Laws are contrary to God's; and return 
to affirm, that Subjects are in all Caſes to obey Auſt 
 thority, when that Authority commands them to obeyſ 
for that Authority need only tell them, that its Con 
mands are not contrary to God's, and ſo the Exc 
tion falls: Thus the Authority will be again Abſokut|f 
becauſe it will in all Caſes, none excepted, lay af 
indiſpenſable Obligation on all the Subjects to obey 
Abſolutely its meer Authority. ; 
Thus, Sir, I have conſidered both your Sermon 
and your Poſtſcript, and have no more to ſay to 
you, but only to intreat you to conſider, whether 
vou ought not to make ſome publick Reparation to 
the whole Chriſtian, World, for the Injury you have 
endeavoured to do its Rights and Liberty; to the, 
Church of England, for the Load you have laid up- 
on it, in aſſirming that it claims, what it never does 
claim, and what it never could claim without con- 
demning it ſelf, and expoſing it ſelf to the Deriſion 
ol Papiſts, and of the Enemies of all Religion; and 
to your ſelf; (I will not ſay to his Loraſbip; for | 
thinkyou have done him very little Injury :) but to 
your felf, I ſay, for your ſhameful and unchriſtian 
Behaviour towards him. And with theſe Conſide- 
rations I will leave FOR? and am, Sir, 
+ Jour bearty IWW*el-wiſher, 
G. BURN ET. 
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